

UNITED STATES D^PlRTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washinaton. DC 20231 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



08/365,841 



05/30/97 



NIELSEN 



J 



2860- 059- P2. 



r LM02/10 08 

LOWE PRICE LEBLANC & BECKER 
99 CANAL CENTER PLAZA 
SUITE 300 

ALEXANDRIA VA 22314 



EXAMINER 



MILLS, J 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2771 
DATE MAILED: 



4 

10/08/98 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



PT0-90C (REV. 2/95) 



atf.S.GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1995-319-826 



1-Fite Copy 

J 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
08/865,841 

Examiner 



Applicant(s) 

Nielsen 



John Mills 



Group Art Unit 
2771 



B Responsive to communication(s) filed on Jan 26. 1998 
□ This action is FINAL. 




□ Since this application is in condition for allowance pyrpnt fnr f^rmoi r*^*^ 
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□ Claim(s) 
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□ Claims . . . 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 250 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
250 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Under the need to describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers, the applicant is 

reminded to detail in the abstract the gist of the invention and the problem which the invention 

solves in making a contribution to the art. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brunner et al. 
U.S. Patent 5,550,971 . The applicant's seach system is essentially taught by the prior art teaching 
of a database management system with adaptive user interface as follows. 
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In claim 1, the applicant's limitations of a bus, information accessible through said bus, a 

communiations interface, and a processor configured to receive search queries and provide a list 

of terms used in search queries, are taught by the reference as the user interface with connectors 

/ 

to a keyboard and mouse (See elements 16, 18, and 20 of figur^f) and the processor of the 
local/networked computer system (See element 14 of figure 1). The storage and processing of 
query requests is shown by internal query language processor (element 22) together with the 
semantic model (element 24). These structural elements are described in more detail on col. 4 
line 19 etseq. of the prior art teaching. 

In claim 2, the adding of a term or query as a meta-tag is shown by the meta model layer 
of figure 2 and discussed on col. 5 line 21 et seq. 

In claim 3, the limitation of an inverted index is inherent in the teaching of the reference as 
indexing is well known in the data processing art. 

In claim 4, the limitation of a network with users is also taught by the prior art as the 
networked computer system (element 14 in figure 1) used for database retrieval for various clients 
as discussed on Col. 4 line 6 et seq. 

In claim 5, the adding of a term or query as a meta-tag is shown by the meta model layer 
of figure 2 and discussed on col. 5 line 21 et seq. 

In claim 6, the limitation of an inverted index is inherent in the teaching of the reference as 
indexing is well known in the data processing art. 
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In claim 7, the method of enhancing information retrieval has also been essentially shown 
by the reference as query processing with the meta model which is an abstact description of the 
various object types and relationships. The frequency of occurrence of an object type is shown by 
the storage of "instances" of DOT types defined in the model layer (See Figure 3 element 108). 

In claims 7-10, the additional limitations of the method of presenting terms to the user 
with portions of the document would be inherent in the user interface for conveying database 
retrieved information in various formats to the user (See Col. 5 line 21 et seq.) 

In claim 1 1, the adding of a term or query as a meta-tag is shown by the meta model layer 
of figure 2 and discussed on col. 5 line 21 et seq. 

In claim 12, the limitation of an inverted index is inherent in the teaching of the reference 
as indexing is well known in the data processing art. 

Claims 13-22 are rejected in the analysis of claims 7-12 above and are rejected on that 

basis. 

Claims 23—26 set forth the invention as a computer program product and claim essentially 
the same features that are set forth in the apparatus and method claims analyzed above. The 
features of the computer program product to carry out the invention are inherent in the prior art 
teaching as detailed in the analysis above. 



examiner should be directed to John G. Mills whose telephone number is (703) 308-9822. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from to 9:30 to 5:00. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



• • • • 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black , can be reached on (703)-305-9707. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703-305-9731) . 
John G. Mills 




